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POLITICIANS ASSESS RESULTS OF BREZHNEV VISIT 





Schmidt Interviewed 
DW261005 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1800 GMT 25 Nov8l 
[Reporter Hans-Joachim Reiche interview with Chancellor Helmut Schmidt in Bonn -- recorded] 


[Text] [Question] Mr Federal Chancellor, the main subject of Brezhnev's visit was clearly 
the world political situation and particularly disarmament problems. Did that go at the 
expense of discussing Cerman-Sovie!: problems? 


[Answer] No, it was not at their expense. There were individual talks between the 
deputy premier on the Soviet side and the minister of economics on our side regarding 
economic cooperation between both states, which has very positively developed in the 
course of past years and which will continue to expand, such as the gas-for-pipes deal. 
Other aspects of Cerman-Soviet relations have been also discussed in a positive way. 


[Question] The general secretary left his suggestion behind in Bonn on the limitation 
of medium-range nuclear arms in Europe, mentioning this in his toast. Next to it, so to 
speak, is the suggestion of the American President which had been published a week ago. 
Are both documents a sign indicating that a political struggle for Europe between the 
two big powers will begin, Mr Federal Chancellor? 


fAnswer}] The expression "political struggle for Europe,” as if Europe should be pulled 
in one or the other direction, this expression would be incorrect. The Soviet deley,ation, 
Mr Brezhnev and Mr Gromyko, have left Germany in the same frame of mind in which they 
have come here. They said in their talks that they would not make an attempt because it 
would be unrealistic to try to separate the Federal Republic or pull it out of its close 
ties with the Western allies and particularly the United States. In this sense the term 
political struggle for Europe would be wrong. The Soviet leadership does not have this 
in mind. But a political struggle for problems which are of greater importance for 
Europe than for other parts of the world, namely medium-range arms, will begin next 
Monday. 


I am firmly convinced after the Soviet visit here to Bonn that not only the American 

side will negotiate with the serious will to achieve a result -- we knew that already -- 
but that also the Soviet side is very interested in a concrete result of the negotiations. 
The concern is great that one could be threatened by the end of 1983 by Western, by 
American missiles. They are seriously interested to avoid that by making significant 
concessions themselves. One can clearly gather their preparedness from the words 

Brezhnev spoke publicly here in Bonn. 


[Question] Let us turn to arms control and arms limitation. The East and the West speak 
of a zero solucion although interpreting it differently and with different intensity. 

The figure zero has become politically a most variable figure, so to speak. Is that a 
chance or a danger? 


[Answer] Both would be correct. It is a great chance because both world powers want to 
negotiate seriously. The Soviet Union knows that the Western suggestion of a bilateral 
zero solution, that this suggestion is considered as very plausible in the whole world 
and that it enjoys much credibility. The people realize that if one is not supposed to 
have any missiles, why should the other have any with which one could eliminate each 
other? A danger exists naturally in the fact that if negotiations will produce no 
result, a new turn would be made in the armament spiral. The Soviets have turned it up 
somewhat before with their weekly deployment of a new SS-20 missile. The West would 
then follow suit. At present, however, I consider the chance to be greater than the 


dangei. 
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[Question] Let us discuss Geneva again. You mentioned it already because one looks at 
Geneva now where disarmament talks between the United States and the Soviet Union will 
begin on Monday. You touched on it already, but I would like to ask once more: Do you 
think that the chance for Geneva is better now after Brezhnev's visit? 


[Answer] I as always am convinced that the Soviet Union would be prepared to negotiate 
seriously, but we have learned on the occasion of this visit how strong the will and the 
interest are to reconnoiter the sericusness of the Western position, we have felt it more 
clearly than 1 vear and 3 months ago when Mr Genscher and I visited Moscow. 


[Question] German-Cerman relations play a significant part in East-West relations. Will 
you go soon to the GDR after the talk with Mr Brezhnev here in order to see Mr Honecker, 


maybe even this vear? 


[Answer] The intention of such a meeting exists on the part of Mr Honecker as well as on 
our part. We cannct do everything at once, Mr Reiche. We will make preparations for this 
meeting. It does not seem to me too important when it will be. It seems important ti te 
that we should not fine ourselves in circumstances where a postponement for the third «ime 
would appear to be necessary. The meeting has been postponed once at the request of 

Mr Honecker, another time upon my decision. This time it must work. 


Chancellor Comments Further 
LD262018 Hamburg DPA in German 1922 GMT 26 Nov 81 


[Text] Bonn, 26 Nov (DPA) -- The Ynited States and the Soviet Union are entering the 
negotiations on the limitation of medium-range nuclear missiles, beginning Monday in 
Geneva, with positions which “cannot be united into an agreement,” in the words of Federal 
Chancellor Helmut “shmidt. Schmidt further said in an ARD television interview tonight 
that both sides ther... re had to “come down from their high levels of unlimited demands 

to somewhat more realis.i‘c levels, to make concessions, so that compromises are possible.” 
He is firmly convinced that the Russians and the Americans “want to reach an agreement” 

in Geneva. 


For propaganda reasons, too, there is a tendency at present in America in the view of the 
chancellor, to underestimate in public their own military strength. In the Soviet Union, 
on the other hand there is a tendency to overestimate American capabilities. There is, 
"to me, a psychologically comprehensible need to underestimate on both sides. Each side 
wants to pretend to be weaker than the other.” 


Looking back on the Bonn visit of Soviet head of state Leonid Brezhnev, Schmidt said the 
Soviet side now understands “much better" the American negotiating position and its willing- 
ness to negotiate. However, he left open the question whether the Soviets already 
“completely” understand the Americans. There is a pressing interest for the Germans that 
both sides should understand one another. “At present, we are probably the best inter- 
preters in the world between the two sides,” Schmidt added. 


Schmidt considers it urgently desirable, but also possible and probable, that a summit 
meeting between Brezhnev and President Reagan take place “in the latter part of 1982." 
"They have to get close to one another and realize that neither is a warmonger,” Schmidt 


said. 
Genscher Cites Significance 


DW251515 Saarbruecken Saarlaendischer Rundfunk Network in German 0715 GMT 25 Nov 81 


["Excerpts” from reporter Herrmann interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
on 25 November; place not given -- recorded] 


{Text} [Question] In your opinion, is the building of confidence, which Federal Chancellor 
Schmidt cited, one of the important results of Brezhnev's visit to Bonn? 
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[Answer] One must differentiate between two things: In making this remark, the federal 
chancellor had the fact in mind that he had met Mr Brezhnev several times. There will 
naturally be a building of confidence when one has discussed international problems with 
somebody very often and very thoroughly over a long period of time. This is the case 
here. 


The same applies to me and the Soviet foreign minister. When I stood with him in Gymnich 
Castle, we both noted tuat my meetings with him were the most frequent I had with any 
foreign minister simply because he is the senior foreign minister and because I have 
been in office for a relatively long time as well, while other foreign ministers have 
changed during that period of time. This cannot, hiwever, replace agreement on concrete 
subjects, and this does not exist with regard to important problecs. But the flexibility 
exists to get to the substance of matters. 


I believe that this was the most important thing about meeting -- that both sides 
explained their positions most clearly so that the Soviet Union knows very well the 
Western position prior to the beginning of negotiations on mediuz-range missiles on 

30 November. They also know the sincerity of our will and that of the Americans to 
achieve reasonable negotiation results. On the other hand, however, we received an 
explanation about the aims of the Soviet Union regarding these negotiations. We assume 
that after this visit the Soviet Union will try to achieve results, while we -- the 
Federal Government -- have left no doubt that we and our allies would prefer the so-called 
zero solution. 


[Question] The U.S. Department of State expressed cautious optimism this morning 
regarding Brezhnev's preparedness to reduce nuclear medium-range weapons. Has there 
been a definite movement regarding the disarmament problem? 


[Answer] Things can progress only at the negotiating table. But if the visit had the 
effect of convincing the Soviet side of the serious will of the West to negotiate so 
that they will also sit at the table with serious intentions to reduce weapons — and 
we assume this is true -- then I would say that this was a good result. 


[Question] What is your interpretation of the Federal Republic's role in this world 
political play of forces? No other visit by a Soviet head of state has been so much 
in the center of international politics between the world powers. 


[Answer] Our position is not one between the world powers. We are par’.ners and allies 
of the United States. But we also are a party that is affected because if negotiations 
are fruitless, medium-range missiles will be deployed in our country. We are affected 
even now because the Soviet missiles are trained on us. This explains why the Federal 
Government played a decisive role in preparing the NATO dual decision and also in 
preparing the West's negotiating position, including the introduction of the zero 


solution. 


This also explains why the Federal Government has made such a great effort to induce 
the two great powers to start these negotiations. Moreover, it will be our role to 
contribute also during the negotiations by participating in the disarmament group 

of the Western alliance and also by contacts with the Soviet Union, because there is 
no denying that we live in the heart of Europe. We Germans live in two states. This 
is not what we desire, but we have to live with it. 


We would be the ones affected if a catastrophe occurred. This is why we are, and must 

be, keenly interested in doing everything to prevent war from occurring here in Europe, 

to prevent a nuclear disaster from occurring. We must do everything to achieve pro- 

gress in disarmament and arms control. In this respect we are not taking on more than 

we can accomplish, and we do not intend to step on the toes of the world powers. Yet, 

we do have the duty — and anybody in our country supporting the government has that 

duty -- to ensure that our people's interests are preserved in this difficult international 


situation. 
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Cabinet Assesses Visit 
LD251648 Hamburg DPA in German 1528 GMT 25 Now 81 


[Text] Bonn, 25 Now (DPA) -- In a comprehensive appraisal of the Brezhnev visit, 

the Federal Government stressed at a cabinet session the further possibilities and 
scope for agreement with Moscow. As an example, Government Spokesman Kurt Becker, 
mentioned at a government press conference the joint desire to deepen cultural, 
technological and scientific contacts, which hitherto have come to crief in spite of 
existing agreements, because of the absence of a clause on Berlin. Becker hinted that 
in the future there must be more practical action in this field. 


The Federal Government attaches great significance to the reference in the final 
communique to the natural gas pipelines deal, which envisages a connection to 

“Berlin (West)." Becker wanted to make no comment on the state of negotiations with 
the GDR on laying the pipelines. There is agreement in the government in its overall 
appraisal that the Soviet Union "can be assured of the unchanged and firm Western 
position on the problem of medium-range weapons,” Becker said. Federal chancellor 
Helmut Schmidt made it absolutely clear that the NATO dual decision with its provision 
on counterarming will come into force at the end of 1983, if by then there have been 
no results from the Geneva negotiations. 


Furthermore, it was important for the Soviet Union to learn the motives of American 
intentions at the Geneva negotiations, above all because it was the Federal Govern- 
ment’s impression that each time there is a change of government in the United States, 
Moscow has difficulties in forming an evaluation. The “honest assessment” of the 
American desire for cooperation which the chancellor put to Brezhnev was also in the 
interests of the FRC. 


According to Becker, it was also stressed during the cabinet meeting with regard to the 
Brezhnev visit, that a high value must be piaced on the Federal Republic's influence 

on the West's disarmament plans. It must have been clear to the Soviet guest that the 
federal chancellor and his foreign minister played a “very great" role in bringing about 
the talks beginning in Geneva on Monday. This influence has also extended to the sub- 
ject of the negotiations, including the mutual desire for a zero solution. 


The start of the Geneva negotiations on 30 November does not end contact with the 
Soviet Union, Becker stressed. Whereas constant mutual briefing in the Western camp 
is guaranteed in the special consultative group, the contacts with Moscow will be 
continued via diverse diplomatic channels. It was repeatedly and emphatically stressed 
during Brezhnrev's visit that the primary aim is to have results by summer 1983. 

After all, the Federal Republic is one of those countries most affected as a target 

for Soviet missiles and as a cowmtry where missiles would be sited in NATO's counter- 
arming. 


The Federal Government gained the impression, however, that Moscow seriously wants 
results to come out of the negotiations. Bonn's long-term relations with the Soviet 
Union must be regarded in this respect as an important contribution to European 
security. The general assessment of the federal cabinet, however, does not overlook 
the fact that a major problem lies in the Soviet Union's claims that an approximate 
balance in medium-range weapons already exists and that this claim is backed by figures, 
which, although in general are very similar to Western statistics, are nevertheless 
open to very different interpretations as far as their classification in different 
categories of range is concerned. 


BUNDESTAG DEPUTIES CRITICIZE DEFENSE MINISTER 





LD270958 Hamburg DPA in German 0900 GMT 27 Nov 81 


[Excerpts] Bonn,27 Nov (DPA) -- The CDU/CSU opposition has launched a heavy attack on 
Defense Minister Hans Apel (SPD). In the Bundestag debate on the Bundeswehr, CSU 
Deputy Alfred Biehle said on Friday morning that Apel has not mastered the problems 
of the armed forces. The trust of the soldiers in the political leadership of the 
Bundeswehr has been shaken. 
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CDU Deputy Lutz Stavenhagen told DPA that the Bundestag Budget Committee again cut the 
defense budget by DM 386 million om Thursday evening. In the debate, SPD Deputy Paul 
Neumann said that the Bundeswehr will fulfill its task. 


BUNDESTAG DEBATE ON BREZHNEV VISIT SET FOR 3 DEC 





LD251820 Hamourg DPA in German 1530 GMT 25 Nov 81 


[Text] Bonn, 25 Nov (DPA) — The Brezhnev visit to Bonn is to be the center of a major 
debate in the Bundestag on 3 December. It was learned in Bonn that it will probably be 
an all-day debate on the Federal Government's foreign and security policy. Foreign 
Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher and Chancellor Helmut Schmidt will probably both make 
statements. 


WARRANT ISSUED FOR SUSPECTED BULGARIAN ACENT 





LD251904 Hamburg DPA in German 1439 GMT 25 Nov 81 


[Text] Karlsruhe, 25 Nov (DPA) -- The investigating judge at the federal court issued 
an arrest warrant today on the instructions of Federal Prosecutor-General Kurt Rebmann 
against a 29-year-old Bulgarian who is strongly suspected of carrying out work as a 
Bulgarian intelligence service agent. According to the Federal Prosecutor's Office in 
Karlsruhe, Dimiter Manolov, a tour operator, last resident in Hamburg, is further 
accused of causing deprivation of liberty in four cases as well as of the offense of 
political denunciation |verdaechtigung] under paragraph 241 of the penal code. 


According to the investigations, the Bulgarian, who is being held in custody, is said to 
have betrayed to his superiors in August 1980 the escape plans of two GDR citizens and 
their two West German friends. As a result, these four persons, who were on vacation in 
Bulgaria, were arrested. The two women were deported to the GDR from Bulgaria and 
sentenced to long prison sentences. The Federal Republic citizens were released after 1 
month in custody in Bulgaria on payment of DM 50,000 each. 


The two GDR citizens are now in the Federal Republic as part of a recent East-West 
exchange deal. Investigations against the accused man are continuing. 


PAPER COMMENTS ON BREZHNEV'S ARMS PROPOSAL 





DW251209 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 25 Nov 81 p 12 
[Commentary signed FK.: "Cool Atmosphere”) 


[Text] To put it mildly, the "job of interpreter” of the federal chancellor in his 
talks with Brezhnev is turning out to be difficult. Schmidt has defended the German 
position with determination. Wat the other side has said does not sound very 
encouraging. First, the proposed “reduction” of medium-range missiles in the European 
part of the Soviet Union is linked with an unacceptable moratorium on the deployment of 
missiles (not to be mistaken for production) and, second, it is completely vague. 
“Reduction” can mean many things. But according to all earlier experiences, we would 
be well advised to consider it only the removal (revocable at any time) of some of the 
missiles to areas on the other side of the Ural Mountains. This would not help anybody. 
Brezhnev tried above all to fan the fear of war in a well calculated way in Bonn. His 
threat to take massive countermeasures in the event counterarmament followed this line. 
After all, he brusquely rejected Reagan's suggestion to work toward a “zero solution” in 
the forthcoming negotiations on medium-range weapons. When Government Spokesman Becker 
said that the federal chancellor had taken much time and used many arguments to point 
out to Brezhnev the serious intention of the American leadership to negotiate, Soviet 
spokesman Zamyatin, known for his agitprop style, replied that the Soviet Union is able 
to assess the intentions of America itself. 
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This remark was aimed less at Becker than at Schmidt. Brezhnev talked in a moderate 

way, while Zamyatin demonstrated all the arrcgance of a world power that is firmly deter- 
mined to implement its intentions. Contained in this was a lesson which obviously 

also impressed foreign journalists, pa~ticularly since the contents of the Soviet statements 
were made in such a rigid form. 


DIE ZEIT ANALYZES BREZHNEV'S BONN VISIT 





DW260954 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in Cerman 27 Nov 61 p 1 
[Theo Sommer editorial: “It’s the Turn of the Creat Ones Now") 


[Excerpt] Illusions definitely are out of place; the positions of the Americans and the 
Sovicts are too far apart for that. Granted, both advocate a “zero solution,” but each 
of them understands something different by that: Reagan feels that NATO counterarmament 
will become unnecessary if and when the .wssians scrap all their medium-range missiles 
(SS-20, SS-4, SS-5); Brezhnev thinks it means that Western counterarming will not be 
implemented, for which he at best promises a vaguely described reduction of his own 
medium-range weapons in the European part of the Soviet Union. 


But this is not yet final. “Zero is better than nothing: -- this humorous headline of 

THE GUARDIAN already hints at the fact taught by experience that the great powers have 
always adopted maxinum positions prior to the opening of any talks but that these positions 
are not at all unalterable. This has always been the case. Why should it be different 
this time? 


Not that the talks will be simple. Inevitably there will be, to begin with, a phase of 

“pea counting” in which the negotiators will be trying to come to an understanding about 
the arsenals at the disposal of the powers. Then the realization will prevail that | 
neither side can enforce a zero solution of its own gusto. Finally the compromise packages 
will be wrapped and tied and staged plans and phased programs devised. Helmut Schmidt has 
announced already that he will exert great influence in the course of the negotiations 

“so that something reasonable will come out of them." In this connection, conference 

crises cannot be ruled out; nevertheless, they will ultimately come to terrs. 


Reagan's Dream Role 


The chancellor may claim the credit of having cranked up the dialogue of the great powers 
again. His constant talking — and perhaps also the psychological pressure emanating from 
the European peace movement -- induced Ronald Reagan to coherently formulate his concept 
concerning disarmament for the first time in the llth month of his term. I will take any 
bets: Had Reagan done this earlier, had similarly clear and well-weighed words from the 
White House promulgated U.S. world policy earlier instead of the martial ricochets from 

the Pentagon and the State Department -- the peace movement never would have proliferated 
as dramatically as it did. There is no longer any talk about a linkage: about arms control 
presupposing Soviet good behavior throughout the world. Nor is there any word being uttered 
about the events in El Salvador or Nicaragua or Chad being more important than the relation- 
ship between Moscow and Washington, or about the concern about our nuclear weapons world 
being absolutely unfounded. The U.S. President's adaptation to reality has made considerable 
headway. It cannot be ruled out that the role of peace president will turn into the dream 
part of the former movie actor. 


Will Brezhnev do as the new Reagan’? Or will Soviet policy climb hand over hand along the 
lines of the impertinence served the German public by Kremlin spokesman Zamyatin: That 
the $S-20's have been in existence since 1975; that nobody has ever said that they threaten 
Hamburg, Cologne or Bonn; that -- implicitly — a threat to Soviet territory by Western 
medium-range weapons is not the same as a threat to West Europe by Soviet missiles? 

Helmut Schmidt explained this entirely differently to the Kremlin bosses several times — 
in 1978, 1979, 1980 and again now: We understand that the Soviets are worried, yet 
conversely, they must comprehend that we, too, are worried. Has Brezhnev comprehended this? 
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He is Bound toe have understood at least one thing: that the chancellor will have the new 
NATO veapons deployed in late 1983 if the negotiations fail to produce any results by 
that time. 


It is amazing indeed: Three and a half decades after the war the Federal Republic has become 
the interpreter between the superpowers; not the broker, not the troubleshooter, not the 
mediator -- but the interpreter. Helmut Schmidt explained the U.S. position to Brezhnev; 
the general secretary reciprocated with the hope that the chancellor would likewise 
elucidate Moscow's stance in Washington. And all this happened without even the ghost of 

a doubt arising that the Federal Republic is about to turn into a floating kidney. 


The chancellor did not compromise himself, but neither did he give anything away. Just the 
same, in difficult times he acted in keeping with the motto which he once thusly phrased in 
a private circle: "We are not small enough to always keep our mouth shut -- yet we are too 
small to do more than just talking.” And without in the least betraying Western overall 
interests he expressly introduced into the game the special German and European interests. 


It is a basic German interest to really avoid corfroncations that can be avoided. As long 
as we keep reunification in mind we must tell ourselves at the same tim: that nothing would 
be less beneficia’ to it than a number of crises or even clashes betwern East and West. 

Our present policy, which is aimed at the least possible problematic life of the two 

States together on the basis of the temporary (or perhaps final?) nonarewnification, would 
mot benefit either. 


The Tasks of the uropeans 


Parallel to this there is a basic European interest to avoid or defuse confrontations 
because this alone makes possible a salutary development of convergence of the states of 
our divided continent. This means: Wherever this promises success it is necessary to 
prevent tensions in remote regions of the world from having any impact on Europe. It is 
the task of the Europeans in both camps to keep exerting a moderating influence on their 
respective leading power all the time and, all concern about their own security notvith- 
standing, to keep the future prospects of cooperation open. This is particularly important 
especially before and after changes in leadership in Washington and in Moscow. 


Interpreting cannot, however, be any substitute for the direct contact between the 
responsible people inthe Kremlin and in the White House. This is why the chancellor was 
well advised to call on Ronald Reagan and Leonid Brezhnev to meet in 1982 and to desist 
from dealing with each other via third parties. The world does in fact need a signal 
that the leaders of the two superpowers do not avoid each other but want to listen to 
each other. 


Too long have they reacted to each other after the principle of the Rorschach test, 

after the dramaturgical law of the film Raschomon, or with the indifference of automobile 
stickers. Under the Rorschach test everybody derives from ink spots his own hopes and 
anxieties; in the Raschomon movie the same plot is being played by various participants 

in an entirely different manner — everyone claiming right and truthfulness for himself; 
on automobile stickers long chains of thought deteriorate to deadening slogans: Detente -- 
no thanks; capitalism — nix good. This just creates tension. Misunderstandings occur 
which then gain their own momentum and become miscalculations. The mobilization spirit 
takes the place of the will for cooperation, careless readiness for confrontation replaces 
the continuous pursuit of conflict management. 





For all of 2 years Helmut Schmidt has tried to extricate the two superpowers from this 
dangerous attitude -- not unsuccessfully. The charge that he thereby bit off more than 

he could chew is a clear miss. The chancellor abided exactly by the recipe of his book 
"Strategy of Balance” (1969): "Should a Federal Government overstrain our freedom of action 
it may be bad medicine for us. The proper sense of perspective for what is possible is the 
most important attribute needed by German politics between the two world powers.” 


The chancellor has given some impetus. Something has begun to move again in world politics -- 


for the first time since the Iranian hostage crisis and the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. 
It is now the turn of the superpowers to make the next move. 


BLS ::“=< 
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GOVERNMENT TO TAKE PART IN SINAI PEACE FORCE 





PM251621 Paris LE MONDE. in French 24 Now 81 pp 1, 6 
[Maurice Delarve report: “France Will Taxe Part in Sinai Force™] 


[ixcerpt) This Monday, 23 November, France, Britain, the Netherlands and Italy vere due 
to officially avnounce their participation in the “multinational force” vhich will guard 
the EgvptianiIsraeli border in the Sinai starting next April. A statex nt to this effect 
by the four countries is accompanied by a statement by the 10 EEC members indicating that 
this participation facilitates an all-embracing settlement in the Near Zast. 


Announcing the French decision, the Quai d'orsay described France's policy in the Near East 
as “clear, realistic and coherent,” and recalled that it is based on four great principles: 


"1 -- The security of the states in the region, including the future Palestinian state, 
which must be able to live in peace in borders established by consensus; 


"2 -- Justice for all the peoples in the region including the Palestinian people who sust 
be able to establish the structures of their choice in their homeland and determine their 
future, which will naturally tend toward the formation of a state; 


"3 -- The unacceptable character of any action contrary to the fundamental rules of inter- 
national law and especially of the Security Council decisions; 


"4 =-- The need to 4eal with Near East problems by negotiation among all those concerned in 
the region; f  cign powers having a duty to facilitate and guarantee the settlement.” 


"All the parties which accept these principles should be able to take part in the 
negotiations,” the Quai d'Orsay spokesman added, “including the Palestinian people and 
consequently the PLO which strikes us as a representative body.” 


"The French Government,” the spokesman also said, “is thus demonstrating its twofold 
intention to use its potential for dialogue with the adversaries in the service of peace. 
Our rule is to talk the same language to everybody. Finally, France thinks that any 
progress, even partial, is beneficial for an all-embracing settlement, of which the French 
Government is not losing sight.” 


The spokesman concluded that it was part of France's responsibilities “to face the situation 
resulting from President as-Sadat's death. The French Government has closely examined its 
consequences for Egypt and relations between Egypt and the Arab world,” he said, “and 

it has concluded that it ought to contribute to withdrawal from Sinai by the Israeli forces.” 
The four countries informed the Egyptian, Israeli and U.S. Governments of their intention on 
Sunday. The European decision was a particularly difficult one to take, and since the 
Israeli-Arab dispute is echoed within the European ten, it will be very controversial both 
in the Arab countries, other than Egypt, and in Israel. 


PRESS STATEMENT ON MURUROA ATOLL NUCLEAR TEST 





NC251206 Paris AFP in English 1139 GMT 25 Nov 81 


[Text] Paris, 25 Nov (AFP) — France announced today that it had conducted an underground 
nuclear test in the Pacific region on November 11, but denied earlier reports that it was 
4 feutron bomb. The Presidential Palace, in a press statement, said the explosion at 
France's Mururoa Atoll site was part of a French series of nuclear tests, and usual 
precautions were taken regarding neighbouring countries in the region. 
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Yesterday New Zealand's seismographic laboratory said that it detected a two-kiloton suclear 
test explosion at Mururoa on Novenber li. Members of the Greenpeace Ecology Movement, 
announcing the November 11 test on Tuesday, said it was the ninth French test this year, 

and the fifth since Socialist Francois Mitterrand became president on May 10. 


GOVERNMENT TO RESUME NUCLEAR POWER PLANT PROCRAM 





NC251525 Paris AFP in English 1424 CMT 25 Now 61 


[Text] Paris, 25 Now (AFP) — The French Covermment today decided to resume France's 
nuclear power programme by authorising work on six sites which were frozen during the 
summer until parliament debated the matter in September. 


Five reactors each of 1,300 megawatts, envisaged under a two-year plan adopted by parliament 
this autumn, are to be built at Chooze near the Belgian frontier, at Cattenom near the 
frontier with Belgium, Luxembourg and West Germany, at Nogent in central France, at 

Golfech in the south west, and at Penly near the channel. The sixth is a 900 megawatt 
reactor to be built at Chinon in central France, but two other ‘frozen’ sites at Pellerip 
near the Atlantic and Civeaux in central france are to be studied further. 


Before giving to its commitment to consult local bodies which came out in favour of 
construction. [as received] 


The Chooz and Cattenom sites have been strongly attacked by ecologists in neighbouring 
countries, and the French Government said it has informed the govermments concerned that it 
intends to continwe exchanging information. The center-right government defeated in 
elections in the spring of this year had planned to build nine nuclear power stations in 
1982 and 1983. 


LE MONDE COMMENTS ON CHEYSSON — VIA VISIT 





PM270945 Paris LE MONDE in French 22-23 Now 81 P 3 


[Jacques Amalrich dispatch: “Yugoslav leaders inform Mr Cheysson of their anxieties over 
situation in Balkans”] 


[Text! Belgrade — There are some official visits in which the political talks are merely 
symbolic. This is not true of the first visit to Belgrade by a member of the current 
French Government. Mr Cheysson, arrived late Friday morning, scarcely stopped talking 
with Yugoslav Foreign Minister Josip Vrhovec and with Federal Executive Council Chairman 
Veselin Diuranovic, constituted a very long and at times very detailed review of the inter- 
national situation. Bilateral problems, essentially the development and balancing of 
trade, were to be discussed on Saturday morning and will be discussed in particular on 

7 and 8 December when Mr Jobert visits Belgrade. 


Friday's talke were dominated by what must be termed the many Yugoslav anxieties. These 
anxieties are of several types. The most marked are probably not about East-West relations 
but about the regional situation. Mr Vrhovec talked at length and emphatically about 
Yugoslavia’s bad relations with two of its neighbors, Bulgaria and Albania. But he 
suggested that an outside influence was playing a role in both the Macedonian problems 
("Bulgaria is not just Bulgaria”) and in the Kosovo problem. Belgrade readily recalls that 
since 1948 Albania has always been close to Yugoslavia’s “worst enemies.” Mr Vrhovec sleo 
revealed to his guests that Yugoslav troops had been sent to patrol the border with Albania. 


The French side took note of these accusations but refrained from adopting a stance in 
such a delicate matter as the Kosovo question, in which "Moscow's hand” clearly cannot 


explain everything. 
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be siened during “r Brechnev’s visit te Bonn on 23 and ——— 


Ihe supply of 460 billiom cubic meters of Soviet gas per vear to Weet Europe — including 
8 billion cubic meters per vear to France — thanks to the metruction of a 5.000 ka 
double gas pipeline from Urengoy (West Siberia) to the Savarian-Crechoselovak border, 
involves three stages: negotiations on the price and quantities of the eas supplied: 

a financial agreement, since the total investment ($10 billion) will be made larcelw byw 
the Western countries; and finally industrial contracts since the Soviets will buy 

from the West pipes, pumping stations, turbines and other equipment. 


The Soviet delegation reached agreement in principle with Gaz de France on the wininur 
guaranteed price for initial supplies. To protect their investments the venders were 
demanding 4 minimum price of $6.05 per million BTUs throwghowt the contract period no 
matter how the indexing system develops. The agreement reached apparent! sete that 
guaranteed minimum price around $5.70 per million Bite. 


The drafting of the indexing svetem has apparently aleo been virtually completed: it 
would be partiy based on the price of fwel ofl and low-sulfur heavy fuel ond would be 
at moet 25 percent based on a crude oil average. 
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Since the West German negotiators have succeeded in establishing that the crude oil element 
will be less than 25 percent, the French would like this to account for some 20 percent 
of the system. 


But the discussions remained very difficult and it seemed rather unlikely that they would 
make much progress on 19 November on the choice of indexes (Gaz de France seeking to obtain 
national irdexes) and above all on the basic price. The agreement which is reached on 

this price between the USSR and the FRG will, as we know be a determining factor. 


However, Paris maintains that things are moving toward a "reasonable" price at a little over 
$5 pec million BTUs since agreement has been reached on the principle of a small rebate 
(around 10-20 cents) for France -- the country furthest away from the vendor -- to 
compensate for increased transport costs. 


In the finance sphere the Soviets enjcy the terms laid down in the 1980 French-Soviet 
éyreement. That agreement defined in a conventional manner the total interest (15 percent), 
the length of time for which the credit is given, and its starting date. Until 30 September 
the interest rate was fixed at 7.8 percent on 85 percent of the credit (purchasing or 
supplying) granted (note: 7.75 percent in fact, owing tc a bonus for the French Foreign 
Trade Insurane Company). 


Creusot-Loire's signing of a contract which incorporated both reference to specific 
equipment (pumping stations) and a total package lays down the old terms for all the 
mechanical and electrical equipment. Similarly the Thomson contract was signed before 


30 September. 


Although the credit offered by France could be more than Fr 10 billion any new contract 
would be based in the absence of new financial negotiations, on the so-called consensus 
terms, in other wo.ds the 8.5 percent rate now accepted by the industrialized countries 


for their export credits. 


4s regards the industrial part of the agreement, several contracts have already been 
signed with West German, French and Italian companies for the supply of 41 pumping stations 
and some of the pipes. 


The supply by Thomson of Fr 1.8 billions’ worth of electronic equipment and computers to 
equip the Soviet gas pipeline network, some of which is regarded as “strategic” has raised 
some problems in Paris. 





People ace now saying that “It is no longer a major obstacle," while admitting that it is 
necessary to ensure that Thomson does not supply equipment regarded as strategic. With 
the time neces.ary to implement the second stage -- called Yamal 2 -- of this gas 
pipeline, (acsund 1985-1987), there is every reason to think that the equipment which is 
now “strategic” will no longer be so in 5 years time. Moreover the rivalry between 
Thomson and MATRA should be settled by licensing contracts between the two firms. 


The Thomson “affair” had provided some people in France wich an opportunity to express 
"their anxieties" over increased dependence on the Soviet Union. After the failure of a new 


American deterrence mission in Europe at the beginning of last week, Congress now 
recognizes that the United States has “no means of influencing" its European allies on 


this question. 


So American tactics could change, as some congressmen recommended on 17 November, the 
objective being henceforth to draw up “safeguards” with the Europeans to free them from 
any possible Soviet blackmail. 


PCF, PS TO HOLD SUMMIT ON GOVERNING 15 DEC 





LD262216 Paris Domestic Service in French 2200 GMT 26 Nov 81 


[Text] Georges Marchais on television tonight announced a forthcoming PCF-PS summit 
meeting to be held between 15 and 20 December, a meeting which will sum up the situation 
and the implementation of the governing pact between the two political parties. 
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PREMIER SPADOLINI DISCUSSES EUROPEAN ISSUES 





PM251323 Paris LE MONDE in French 19 Nov 81 pp 1,3 


[Philippe Pons and Marc Semo interview with Italian Prime Minister Giovanni Spadolini: 
“Europe Cannot Be Neutral Between East and West"; date and place not given] 


iExcerpts}] [Question] Prime Minister, your meeting with Mr Mizterrand during your visit 
to France will be the first meeting between a “secular™ Italian Government chief and a 
Socialist French president. How could these charges influence bilateral relations between 
the two countries and European policy? 


[Answer] I now lead a government which decided from the start to strengthen the ancient 
and traditional relationship of friendship and cooperation between France and Italy. 
This objective strikes us as having come closer since the arrival in the Elysee of Mr 
Francois Mitterrand, a fervent defender of the European cause and of Atlantic solidarity 
and, like us, committed to consolidating peace in an area of such vital importance to 
our two countries as the whole Mediterranean. The London European summit, which is to 
take place soon, will involve France and Italy in a prominent way. I expect a great deal 
from my talks with President Mitterrand with regard to reviving dialogue on European 
unity and giving new impetus to the community process. Europe has no future unless 
France is one of its protagonists. This is a role inherited from its highly developed 
civilization and one which Paris rightly intends to make it play in the world today. 


Strategic Choices 


[Question] The Italian Government's decision to fix the location for the future deploy- 
ment of the Euromissiles in Sicily at this stage and the increase in military spending 

at a time of budgetary austerity have prompted the Communist opposition and some pacifist 
movements to criticize what they see as Italy's excessive alignment with U.S. positions. 


[Answer] As far as the increase in military spending is concerned we have kept to the 
3-percent increase in real terms fixed by joint agreement with our allies. In any case, 
this increase was necessary to strengthen our defense and hence our security. 


I do not see how such a decision can weaken our position in favor of the most rapid 
possible resumption of negotiations on the Euromissiles. Negotiation, in other words, 
dialogue, is still the main line of our foreign policy. On this point too our analysis 

of international relations coincides both with that of President Mitterrand's France and 
Chancellor Schmidt's FRG. It was in keeping with this that we fixed the location for 

the deployment of the Euromissiles. We want to negotiate, but in a situation of strutegic 
balance. Our long-term objective is still the “zero option,” in other words, the non- 
deployment of the Western missiles in exchange for the withdrawal of the Soviet missiles 
targeted on Europe. 


In the past few months, we have worked in agreement with our allies for a rapid resumption 
of East-West negotiations on a balanced and monitored arms reduction. But take care: 

The peace which we want for Europe cannot be confused with neutralism. Some of the slogans 
on the peace marches held in the European capitals over the past few months worry me. 
These phenomena must not be underestimated, but we must nonetheless not forget that a 
Europe which is a protagonist in its history and mistress of its own destiny can under 
no circumstances be neutral and incapable of deciding between East and West. 


A New "Styie” 


[Question] Many observers think that, since your installation as prime minister, you 
have given a “new style" to Italian politics. On what points do you think you have made 


practical progress? 
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[Answer] This government was born at the wish of President Sandro Pertini at a very 
delicate point in our national life. It was to settle four urgent problems: the 
morality of public life, the economic crisis, the terrorist threat, and the inter- 
national situation. It is based on a broad alliance of democratic parties and wants 
to improve its relations with the opposition, and primarily with the Communist Party. 


In the sphere of public morality, the government has decreed the dissolution of the 
P-2 lodge and has shown that centers of occult and corrupting powers will no longer 
be tolerated in the future. Achapter was closed once and for all with the P-2 affair. 
At the economic level we must simultaneously overcome inflation and recession. We 
have established the broad outlines of an economic policy aimed at limiting the 
inflation rate to 16 percent for 1982, which is the first step toward reducing the 
increase in the cost of living to the European average within 3 years. This means 
removing parasitic and unproductive spending and also establishing control over the 
different variables in economic growth. The government has played its role in this 
sphere with the presentation of the finance law to Parliament within the alloted time. 
We will ask the social partners to make a similar effort, notably as regards labor 
costs which are still too high compared with those of our main European partners. 


To tackle the terrorism problem we have restructured the secret services and put 
forward a law which encourages armed groups to disband. We ave also given the forces 
of order more resources. wut we are aware of the fact that terrorism is still a threat 
to all our institutions. Any optimism in this sphere would be misplaced. 


At the international level, Italy is fighting to make Europe a “political subject” 

in a period of high tension. This is a point which brings us particularly close to 

Mr Francois Mitterrand, but we must act quickly because there is a danger; that of 
seeing the crisis factors which are invading the industrialized societies weaken the 
ties of solidarity and cooperation among our countries. Thus we are aware of the fact 
that between now and the year 2000, North-South dialogue will be as important as East- 
West rapprochement for our security and survival as a free Western nation. 


COLOMBO ADDRESSES CABINET ON SINAI PEACE FORCE 





AU250952 Rome ANSA in English 0820 GMT 25 Nov 81 


[Text] Rome, 25 Nov (ANSA) -- Italian Foreign Minister Emilio Colombo made it clear 

that Italy's support for a (?’nuclear) Middle Eastern peace also involving the Palestinians 
should not be seen as “in contradiction” with the Camp David igreements in briefing 

the Rome cabinet here on the Italian decision to take part in the multinational peace 
force for the Sinai Peninsula. 


Addressing the cabinet yesterday evening, Colombo was bringing his ministerial colleagues 
up to date on the final stages of talks between the EES Ten on the statement issued 
Monday justifying the decision taken jointly by Italy, Britain, France, and Holland 

to take part in the force. 


According to Colombo, the Italian commitment to a global Mideastern [as received] with 
negotiations also involving the Palestinians is not in contradiction sith “appreciation” 
for the Camp David process started in September 1978, since it sees the latter as an 
"initial step towards the same objective." 


He also stressed that participation in the peace force does not imply “any change" 

in the Italian Government's position. Rather, he explained, it is a “concrete gesture 
for arriving at complete Israeli withdrawal from the Sinai Peninsula in line with 
Resolution 242 of the United Nations Security Council." 
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UN DELEGATES GET APPROVAL ON SPACE ARMS “ACE BAN 





AU241630 Rome ANSA in English 1550 GMT 24 Yow 81 


[Text] Rome, 24 Nov (ANSA) -- A project for a United Nations General Assembly resolution to 
impede an arms race in space, iritiated by Italian representatives, has been approved by a 
large majority of the assembly's commission, Italian Foreign Minister Emilio Colombo announced 
today to members of the press here. 


The resoiution Jocument, the minister said, stipulates in particular that the Geneva Committee 
for Disarmament give the go-ahead for negotiations for an agreement which would forbid satel- 
lite arms systems as the potentially most destabilizing of possible space weaponry. 


Colombo also remarked that this initiative can be linked again to Italian actions in this 
regard which have been going forward for vears now in the attempt to stop an arms race in 
space. 


Voting tallies on the resolution project were 114 in favor, 14 abstentions, and no votes 
against. 


ROME PAPER ON ARMS TALKS, USSR VIEW OF EUROPE 





PM261135 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 21 Nov 81 p 13 
[Sandro Viola dispatch: “Reagan's Zero Option Upsets Brezhnev's European Sortie™] 


[Excerpts] Moscow, 20 Nov -- What the Soviets expected (and partly still expect) from the 
Brezhnev-Schmidt talks is clear enough. This is not just another visit -- or even just a 
slightly more important one -- to a Western country. In fact, Brezhnev's arrival in Bonn 
signifies a great deal more. For one thing, it is the first real Soviet-European reconnec- 
tion since the Afghan trauma -- a much more significant resumption of relations than the 
Brezhnev-Ciscard meeting in Warsaw or Schmidt's Moscow visit halfway through last year. 
Moreover, there is the new impetus imparted to economic cooperation (centered on the final 
agreements on the gas pipeline from Siberia to Central Europe between the Communist world 
and the West at a time when, fat the first time since the war, the Soviet economy is moving 
toward stagnation. And last, there is the propagandist insertion of Brezhnev's message 
(the rejection of the nuclear first strike, of the neutron bomb and of the new NATO missiles 
in Europe) into the framework of the major pacifist movement that has developed in recent 
weeks in the major European countries. 


Amid these calculations and expectations, Reagan's proposals, yesterday, of a “zero option" 
on the Euromissiles feel like a bucket of cold water; the SS-20's should be removed from 
the USSR*s European territory and in exchange NATO will abandon the deployment of the new 
nuclear weapons. Now it is true that Reagan's offer seems oriented more to propaganda than 
real negotiations, since Washington knows full well that the Soviets are unprepared to 
accept it. But the change of image, the psychological impact on the European public and 
the effects caused by the extraordinary sense of timing of the initiative is bound to 
affect relations between the USSR and Europe. 


Unexpected Offensive 


The central themes of the visit to Bonn have been suddenly upset by it. Basically, Brezhnev 
was arriving in Europe in the wake of a number of U.S. excesses -- one day a speech about 

the specific possibility of a “limited nuclear war" and the next a reference to a “precaution- 
ary" nuclear strike, while for the past 10 months there has been a continuous succession of 
hardline statements, stubborn attitudes and increasing tensions with the European allies. 
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This was the context within which the pacifist movement gained increasing strength and 
Brezhnev prepared to project an image of the USSR as a moderate and respons’ble power 
closer to European feelings (since, as Moscow states re~eatedly, the USSR has experienced 
the tragedy of war just as Europe ‘as) than the United States can be, having remained 
unscathed in both world wars. 


But the Soviet peace offensive has unexpectcdly come up against the U.S. peace offensive. 
Among other things, it demonstrated the concern with whick d@ashington was now watching 

the atmosphere in Europe, the governments’ dissatisfaction with Reagan's rigidity and the 
public movement against nuclear rearmament. The Reagan administration therefore decided 
to take the initiative, and the result is that not all, but certainly some of the Soviet 
arguments in the dialogue with Schmidt (and indirectly with the European public) have now 
been weakened and blunted. Did the Kremlin not always stress that the Pershing IIs and 
cruise missiles are not tactical but strategic weapons (since they can hit the Soviet ICBMs 
in their silos)? Well, Reagan is abandoning their deployment. But how can Brezhnev in 
turn fail to give up all, or most of his $S-20's? 


In short, Reagan's proposal heals some of the ruptures that have occurred lately between 
Washington and Europe, especially with Chancellor Schmidt. The U.S. administration has 
realized -- albeit belatedly -- that its repeated refusals to conduct a dialogue with 
Moscow were dangerously weakening the Schmidt government and that the advent of a Christian 
Democratic majority in Germany would have meant the transformation of that country (hitherto 
the most stable in the alliance) into another of Europe's tottering uncertainties, with 
disorder in the streets and a new government every 10-12 months. So it moved toward Schmidt's 
demands and Schmidt cannot fail to acknowledge the U.S. change; he knows that Reagan's 
proposal is not as sincere (or even feasible) as he would like it to appear and that the 
negotiations on the Euromissiles remain very difficult, partly also because of U.S. 
reluctance; but at least he can show a more presentable United States to the left of his 
own tarty, to the pacifist movement and in the dialogue with Brezhnev. 


There is now a large office in the CPSU Central Committee Secretariat that concerns itself 
with social democrats throughout the world. And the results are clearly visible. Boskshops 
are starting to carry publications unthinkable a few years ago (on the social democrats and 
nuclear weapons, for instance, or on the social democrats and Africa or Latin America — all 
of them evlogistic, of course), and the television newsreel on Monday 1 November opened with 
a report on Willy Brandt's visit to Hungary. 


I discussed this with friends at the institute of the international workers’ movement and 
noticed that the subject immediately prompted some embarrassment. The fact that the German 
and Dutch social democrats, Palme, Foot and Healey and Andreas Papandreow are leading the 
pacifist movement rather than Marchais or Carrillo prompts twofold feelings; on the one 
hand, the satisfaction of being about to say: "You see, it certainly is not Moscow that is 
leading the peace movement"; and on the other, disappointment (where are the communists’), 
mitigated only by the enthusiaem with which Berlinguer has joined in. 





But when « underlined the spectacular nature of this new sympathy for the social democrats, 
the suppo’t for demonstrations organized largely by young anarchists or eco,ogists, I saw 
that I was causing real uneasiness in my interlocutors. Indeed, when finally (determined 
by them to be lenient) I asked what they thought of the fact that the street movement is 
anti-American but also anti-Soviet, they gave the following awkward, bewildered reply: "It 
does not matter; it does not matter; the essential thing is that they are people who support 
peace.” 


But the fact remains, as Aleksandr Bovin told me in his office at IZVESTIYA headquarters 
(with his usual perspecacity and with the authoritativeness conferred o: him by his 
proximity to the government), that "a change is beginning to occur in the USSR leadership 
group's view of the situation in Europe and the West as a whole, whereby there is a growing 
understanding of political phenomena at one time neglected or even condemned.” 
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Hence the great enthusiasm for the social democrats and hence the view of Schmidt no 
longer as merely a major economic interlocutor but as an essential political inter- 
locutor, the most important intermediary through whom to maintain relations with the 
West, to prevent them from foundering amid the billows of the cold war. 


PAPER RESPONDS TO SOVIET WEEKLY'S CRITICISM 





PM241427 Rome LA REPUBBLICAin Italian 21 Nov 61 p 4 


[Text] Rome -- L'UNITA published yesterday with some prominence on an inside page a 
report on the attack made by the Soviet foreign policy weekly NOVOYE VREMYA on Romano 
Ledda‘s latest report to the PCI Central Committee. The PCI daily follows the Moscow 
dispatch with an editorial commentary confirming the stances contained in the report. 


"We did not at all conceal the responsibilities of the present U.S. administration,” the 
commentary states, “in the exacerbation of international tension, but we also pointed 
out that there is a bloc and power logic which jeopardizes detente on both sides; Soviet 
policy too has not been devoid of it.... This was also the prevalent opinion in the 
major peace demonstrations that have pervaded Europe." Basically, NOVOYE VREMYA had 
accused the PCI of putting the United States and the USSR on the same level. 


CHRISTIAN DEMOCRATS, PCI DIFFER ON REFORMS 





AU261934 Rome ANSA in English 0832 GMT 26 Nov 81 


[Text] Rome, 26 Nov (ANSA) — Attention in Italian political circles here remains 
focused today on the “big assembly" which the relative majority Christian Democrat Party 
called with the avowed aim of inspiring a renewal in party ranks and ideas. Observers 
have put off initial comments on the discussions however, preferring to wait for the 
pronouncements of the most authoritative party representatives and other prominent 
personalities of Catholic inspiration from the financial, industrial, and cultural 
worlds, which will take place today and tomorrow. It was noted however that one element 
which the Christian Democrats reportedly expected to bring to the assembly, the news of 
\\ breakthrough in their relations with the Communists — the nation's second largest 
party occupying the opposition benches -- was not forthcoming after the conclusion of a 
meeting held on Tuesday between delegations of both parties headed by their secretaries, 
Flaminio Piccoli and Enrico Berlinguer, on the matter of institutional reform. 


Communist reaction to the proposal advanced by Christian Democrat Senate President 
Amintore Fanfani, for a joint house commission study of proposals on state reform, in 
fact was a negative one. The Communists maintained that the most urgent problems can be 
resolved with the constitutional and parliamentary instruments already available, and 
that delaying the reforms until the results of a commission study would mean a 
significant delay in finding approval for the most urgent measures. 





In a strong reaction to the Communist position, a representative of the Social Democratic 
Party made it known yesterday that the meeting between Piccoli and Berlinguer was 
considered “absolutely negative” by his party. Luigi Preti, an MP from the Social 
Democrat Party which together with the Christian Democrats, Socialists, Liberals and 
Prime Minister Giovanni Spadolini's own Republican Party, make up the present coalition, 
also said that the meeting signalled a “step backward" for the Communist secretary “in 
respect to previous affirmations by (Communist Party member) Giorgio Napolitano”. 


In an apparent denial of this insinuation of divergence among the leadership of the 
Communist Party, information emerging from a meeting of the leadership on Wednesday 
indicated that they had unanimously approved the position taken at the meeting by 
Berlinguer. Napolitano is a member of the party leadership, which also announced a 
meeting of their Central Committee slated to take place on December 3. 











VII. 27 Nov 81 SPAIN Ni 


SENATE AUTHORIZES REQUEST FOR NATO ENTRY 





LD261626 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1600 CMT 26 Now 6] 


[Text] The Senate Plenum has authorized the government to negotiate Spain's accession 

to NATO. At 1525, the upper house approved the Foreign Affairs Committee report contain- 
ing this authorization by 106 votes in favor, 60 against and 1 abstention. The Union of 
the Democratic Center and the Basque Nationalist Party voted in favor; the socialist group 
and Senators (Benet) and (Portabella) voted against; Senator Bosque Hita abstained. 


TOGO’S EYADEMA PROLONGS LENGTH OF VISIT 





AB251158 Paris AFP in French 1001 GMT 25 Now 81 


[Text] Madrid, 25 Nov (AFP) -- Gen Gnassingbe Eyadema, president of Togo, has decided to 
extend his stay in Spain by one day, it was learned here from official sources. Mr Eyadema’s 
official visit will end on Wednesday, but the Togolese president and his suite will stay on 
until Thursday in order to hold talks with various Spanish representatives of the private 
economic sector, the *“me sources stated. 


Tuesday evening Genevai fyadema received several African ambassadors accredited to Madrid, 
including those from Algeria, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ivory Coast, Gabon, Mauritania, 
Nigeria, Sudan and Zaire. During the meeting, the Togolese head of state stressed the need 
to safeguard the peace and economic independence of the countries on the African Continent. 
On Wednesday the Togolese president will attend a parade and military maneuvers at the 

El Goloso barracks, 15 kms from the Spanish capital. 


MANUEL AZCARATE VIEWS CONTINUING PCE PURGE 





PM251609 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 18 Nov pp 1, 12 


[Saverio Tutino 17 November interview in Madrid with former PCE Executive Committee member 
Manuel Azcarate: “Why Carrillo Threw Me Out") 


[Text] Madrid, 17 November -- Santiago Carrillo continues his purge of the PCE. The latest 
people to be hit are five membere of Madrid's Municipal Cor~cil, who have been expelled 

from the PCE. On this serious crisis and on its political ~epercussions we sought the opinion 
of the principal defendant, Manuel Azcarate, who was head o the PCE's foreign icy section 
for 14 years and was expelled from the Central Committee last week together with five other 
leaders for “splitisn.” 


"Very serious things are happening in the PCE. Carrillo has said that they are more serious 
than the expulsions of Semprun and Claudin. We is right: unless the regressive trend toward 
a traditional, monolithic party with Limited outlooks is stopped. Six members of the Central 
Committee have been expelled. Several provincial committees (Salamanca, Valladolid and 
others) have been dissolvea. Today five Madrid councillors were expelled from the PCE and 

the threat of further expulsions exists.” 


[Question] How has the debate proceeded? 


[Answer] We were accused of forming a splinter group, but there is no proof of it. We 
explained our position. We accepted the congress decisions and party rules, but were expelled 
sll the same. They wanted us to sign statements drawn up by Carrillo acknowledging that 

we had committed a political error and had attacked the party by organizing the meeting for 
the two Basque leaders, the communist Lertxundi and the Buzkadiko Ezquerra leader Onaindia. 
In fact the two Basque leaders’ talk was also organized by noncommunist representatives. 
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It was mot a party event. On the other hand, our dignity prevented us from saying anything 
under the threat of expulsion. Consider how shameful it would have been if the newspapers 
had said that the six Central Committee members had retracted: It would have seemed like a 
return to other eras, which we ali want to forget. 


[Question] But that is precisely what happened. 


[Answer] The political solution attempted by leaders such as Nicolas Sartorius and “ercelino 
Camacho was prevented by the stubborn position of Carrillo and the hardline nucleus uf the 
party secretariat. Carrillo cited to the Executive Committee the example of the “manifesto” 
group and its expulsion from the PCI. But the debate on the manifesto group lasted about a 
year: in our case we were expelled in 2 days. There was a bloc vote: The “yes” vote was 

to expel all six of us, and there was not even a vote on each individual. The following 
morning another four members of the Communist Party of the Basque Country Central Commi: tee 
were expelled. In 2 days the PCE Central Committee expelled 10 members -- a 10 percent 
amputation. 


[Qvestion}] What is the real root of the issue? 


[Answer] Our backing for Lertxundi's meeting was interpreted as support for a merger with 
the revolutionary forces of nationalist origins. But irrespective of party problems, I 
believe that our position reflected a political will to keep the dialogue open between 
Spain's communist and revolutionary forces and these new revolutionary forces that are trying 
to create in the Basque country a new Marxist and democratic party, that corresponds in sub- 
stance to the concept of Eurocommunism. This is a historic event not only for the future 

of the Basque country but also for the strengthening of democracy in Spain and progress in 
our country. 


[Question] What was the reaction in the party and in the Central Committee? 


[Answer] I believe it was very important that one-third of the Central Committee refused 

to approve the expulsion. And that leaders such as Sartorius and Camacho and others tried 
to intervene for a political solution. There is a substantial force in the Central Committee 
that has a different view from the majority's. Every day I receive expressicous of sympathy 
not addresed to me personally but which reflect a broad current in the party against the 
sanctions do not resolve problems. It is natural for a spontaneous impetus to emerge against 
such measures. Just today the Cordoba provincial committee, following those of Malaga and 
other provinces, spoke out publicly against the sanctions. 


[Question] What is Carrillo aiming at with these measures? 


[Answer] It all depends on an erroneous conception rooted in the tough nucleus of the 
Secretariat. To tackle the imminent political and electoral battles they believe that it 

is necessary to clean out the party and to set it in order. But not in the direction of 
seeking the new forms suited to a Eurccommunist party -- opwn debates and new ties with 
society — but in the direction of a seturn to the traditional style vertical party, in which 
everything comes from above. This will not help the party, but will in fact do it much hara. 


[Question] Does this step not perhaps call into question your handling of the PCE's foreign 
policy secion? 


[Answer] I make no personalizations. I hope that the party will continue to pursue an 
independent policy. But evidently the old, traditionalist concept of the party prevails 
among the hardliners. If their influence increases, this could be reflected in an inter- 
national stance different from the one which I have personified in this period -- for an 
independent Evrocommunist policy that can combat both blocs and denounce at the same time 
both the evil plans of U.S. imperialism and the negative aspects of the Soviet Union's 


big power policy. 
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DENMARK 


OPPOSITION SHOULD NOT TAKE WIN FOR GRANTED 





PM241227 Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 19 Nov 81 p 2 
[Editorial” “What the Elections Told"] 


[Text] Have the Social Democrats conceded the Folketing election? The minor defeat they 
suffered in the local elections must have lowered their expectations of how things will 
zo 8 December. But the voters would be wise not to assume in advance that the second 
election will go like the first. There were some clear trends in the local election 
results. But there were also a number of discrepancies as reminders that the electorate's 
mood is as changeable as the weather. 


However, it is impossible to ignore the impression that there is a clear trend among the 
voters against the Social Democrats, and an equally clear trend in favor of the 
Conservative People's Party. Anker Jorgensen and the whole enormous apparatus which the 
party and the trade union movment have at their disposal will undoubtedly make great 
efforts in the coming weeks to reverse these trends. They have a strength which must not 
be underestimated. The opposition parties should not therefore assume that the one 
élection victory automatically leads to another. They should warn themselves against 
overestimating what happened in the local elections. 


Two immediate lessons can be drawn from the local election figures, and these will also 
play a role in the Folketing election. Ome is that the Socialist People’s Party and 
the Left Socialist party are having success in the major urban areas. The Socialist 
People's Party takes votes from the Social Democrats, and the Left Socialist takes from 
both of them and could even make inroads into the communist ranks. Social Democratic 
losses in the Folketing election would seem to give the leftwing parties a stronger placing. 
Such a swing to the left would inevitably have an effect on the Social Democratic attitute 
in important areas. 


The second lesson is one to do with individuals. A number of election results show that 
voters like to support politicians who have demonstrated their ability to lead and govern. 
who act on the basis of reason, and that they do not fall for popular appeals or 
exaggerated claims from others if such a local government exists. This is shown by the 
results from Fredriksberg, Gentofte and Hillero: 4, and these three localities are not 

the only examples. This means that the voters are saying that for them the election is 

a question of confidence, and the politicians should be in no doubt that the Folketing 
election will to a great extent also be a vote of confidence. The question is who the 
votere will believe to have the ability and the will to lead government. What policy do 
people believe in? Who do people believe in’ 


FINLAND 


VAYRYNEN NOTES IMPORTANCE OF SOVIET CONFIDENCE 





PM261231 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 21 Nov 81 p 16 


[Jan-Anders Ekstroem report: “Soviet Confidence Being Ignored”) 


[Text] Kuopic -- According to Center party Chairman Paavo Vayrynen, the debate surround- 
ing the presidential election has shown that “President Kekkonen’s long work of 
education” has not borne fruit. According to Vayrynen, People are at present ignoring 
the importance of Soviet confidence in Finland, contrary to the president's oft-repeated 
reminders. 
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“It is being claimed that Kekkonen has gotten foreign policy into such good shape that 
anybody at all could look after it. People are saying that it is now possible to choose 
a president for internal political reasons. There is good reason to take a serious look 
at these erroneous views which are common among Finland's citizens,” Vayrynen said. 


According to Vayrynen, we should take an even more serious look at the fact that 
“conscious attempts are being made” to strengthen these views and to use them for 
political ends. 


"I stress once again that the election of the republic's president is primarily a foreign 
policy decision. We should strive to elect -- expressly bearing in mind the formulation 
of foreign policy — the best possible person to fill this leadership post: the most 
competent, the most experienced and the most deserving. It is precisely in this decision 
that it is important to remember President Urho Kekkonen’s lessons,” Vayrynen said. 


lle also pointed to the paradox which President Kekkonen often pointed to: the greater 
the confidence the Soviet Union has in us, the better we are able to look after our 
interests in the West. President Kekkonen has also stressed that there are no permanent 
achievements in foreign policy. Confidence must be maintained through ongoing, consis- 
tent and persistent work, Vayrynen said. 


Vayrynen only expressed these views as “certain general reminders.” He promised to go 
into the matter in greater detail today when the party's delegates will make a 
recommendation about who should be selected as the Center party's presidential 
candidate. 


NORWAY 





AFTENPOSTEN WIL.LCOMES U.S. *‘DETENTE PLAN’ 





PM260925 Oslo AS TENPOSTEN in Norwegian 20 Nov 81 p 2 
[Editorial: “The U.S. Peace Strategy”) 


[Text] President Ronald Reagan deserves all the praise he has received from West Europe 
for his disarmament offer to Moscow. For the first time since he took over as leader of 
the American superpower he has dealt with an area of foreign policy in a convincingly 
confidence inspiring way. He has gone a long way to disposing of the worries which have 
been expressed in Europe and the United States over the great importance he has attached 
to strengthening the U.S. military potential. The content of Reagan's speech on 
Wednesday morning is an encouraging sign that disarmament will form an important part of 
the new president's foreign policy. 


Those in power in Moscow reacted swiftly to President Reagan's demarche. They gave a 
clear ‘nyet’ to his proposal to rid Europe of medium-range nuclear missiles. This nega- 
tive reaction is by no means surprising. In an interview with the West German weekly 
DER SPIEGEL, President Brezhnev made it clear that the Soviet Union will not dismantle 
its SS missiles if the United States refrains from deploying similar weapons in West 
furope. But this official rejection of President Reagan's challenge does not 
necessarily mean that it will not be studied with interest in the Kremlin. It is at the 
negotiating table, once the two superpowers meet in Geneva, 30 November, that we will 
see whether Moscow is taking Reagan's challenge seriously. 


Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt has enthusiastically described President Reagan's 

plan for the negotiations as “the U.S. peace strategy.” The fact that the West German 
Government chief uses such strong words is not only due to the point about the mediun- 
range missiles in Reagan's speech. He is also referring to Reagan's wish to discuss 
strategic nuclear arms limitation with the Russians and to the President's assurance 
that “the United States will be willing to listen to and assess proposals from the other 
side” in Geneva. Thus this is not an all-or-nothing offer from Reagan. It leaves 

room for opportunities for a serious U.S. assessment of Soviet ideas on how military 
tension in Europe can be reduced. 








0 — — 
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U.S. allies will note this positive U.S. approach to the negotiations with great 
satisfaction, 


With his detente plan President Reagan has wrenched the initiative from President Brezhnev, 
who arrives in Bonn over the weekend for a meeting with Federal Chancellor Schmidt. The 
U.S. demarche has robbec the Soviet Union of a good deal of the propaganda value of 
Brezhnev's visit. As on so many occasions in the past the Soviet guest is bound to give 
solemn assurances that he will do all he can to halt the arms race. But he will sot seem 
credible if he totally ignores President Reagan's remarkable speech. It is up to the 
Soviet Union to give millions of Europeans new hope that /both/ [word italicized] super- 
powers are willing to disarm in practice and not just in words. 


PAPER NOTES POSITIVE ASPECTS OF REAGAN OFFER 
PM261211 Oslo ARBEIDERBLADET in Norwegian 20 Now 81 p 4 
{Editorial: “Good Foundstion™] 


[Text] President Reagan himself has called his proposals and offers to the Soviet leader 
on nuclear arms limitation a historic step. Reactions in the West have expressed pleasure 
and optimism. We would also like to express our pleasure, but think that there is every 
reason to keep a tight rein on the optimism as far as the actual issue is concerned -- the 
removal of nuclear arms in East and West. 


Part of the pleasure is that the major powers now look as if they are taking more account 
of public opinion than in the past. This means that public opinion is important and that 
there is a point in saying what one thinks. Nor car there be any reason to dowbt that the 
superpowers also have a deeply felt need to improve mutual relations and contribute to 
creating a more secure world. But we run the risk of rejoicing too soon if we believe 
that the major powers are obliging European opinion merely for our beauty. 


Neither ihe United States nor the Soviet Union can afford to bear the economic burden 
which our century's symbols of power place on society. The use or the nonuse of nuclear 
atms — either they will remain primitive signs of who is the stronger, or they will 
completely annihilate us sooner or later -- is the paralyzing thought which causes the 
frustration of our age. But now suddenly there is a gentie hand brushing away the despair 
and wicertainty simply for the sake of goodwill. 


Hardly. It is rather that the social consequences of security and military policy are 
forcing the major powers to the negotiating table. Reagan must face the fact that he is 
not going to get the defense budget he originally envisaged or, more correctly, the budget 
which the arms industry and military planners said was necessary. There is a paradox here: 
It is ironic that the U.S. administration's economic policies are knocking the ground from 
under its own defense policy. The arms industry is dependent on private capital and that 
capital's profit-making capacity. But when confidence in the U.S. Government's economic 
line falters, capital suddenly becomes reluctant. In such a situation reduced public 
income must cover defense spending to a greater extent than envisaged. 


The Soviet Union has a different social system. But there too the economic problems are 
becoming acute, though they have different causes from the U.S. problems. One can 
therefore be quite sure that people in the Soviet Union are right to claim that belts can 
be further tightened if necessary. But as long as U.S. farmers and manufacturers sell 
gtain and combine harvesters to the Soviet Union and gas and oi] leave the Soviet Union 
for the West, this reveals that the reality is somewhat different from the picture which 
official announcements are intended to paint. 


From the viewpoint of the West's security policy Reagan's demarche has had another positive 
effect — West Europe and the United States are once again in line. 
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Reagan has found it wisest to repair the damage which his careless demarche on the neutron 
bomb and his speculations on the possible effects of a limited nuclear war inflicted on 
the alliance in the middle of its preparations for the forthcoming negotiations on nuclear 
missiles in Europe. 


We believe that the proposals which Reagan has now made to the Soviet Union are unrealistic. 
They form part of the preliminary skirmishes, in the same way as the Soviet preliminary 
gambits. <A zero option is hardly likely to survive the first day of the negotiations. 

The views of what are strategic and what are tactical weapons are much too divergent for 
this to be possible. The asymmetry is great -- both in the two sides’ composition of their 
armed forces and in the geographical considerations they have been constructed to meet. 
But what has happened before the negotiations start in Geneva already shows that the two 
sides, each in its own way, have expressed a clear desire to create good conditions for 
talking together. This is what is positive. 


The actual results will be a long time in coming. We should not expect concrete answers to 
arms questions which affect Europe in isolation until the two sides also meet to discuss 
their total strategic nuclear forces. 


SWEDEN 


—— ae — 


VKP"S LARS WERNER CHIDES SOVIETS, HITS U.S. 





PM261237 Stockholm DACENS NYHETER in Swedish 21 Now 81 p 6 
[Aake Ekdahl report: “Constructive Soviet Criticism”) 


[Excerpt] Soedertaelue, 20 Nov -- "We feel disappointed when violations are committed in 
the name of socialism, but U.S. imperialism is the enemy of the people and the greatest 
threat to world peace!” 


This was how Left Party-Communist [VKP] leader Lars Werner apportioned the risks of war 
between the two superpowers, when he opened the VPK congress in Soedertaelue Friday [20 
November ]. 


Moscow's TASS and Beijing's NCNA ha!) reporters on the spot to cable home what the VPK 
leader had to say about communism in Sweden. It was what Werner called constructive 
criticism of Soviet violations, and a hellfire-and-brimstone attack on NATO and the 
United States. The best calculated attack was to do with nuclear arms. 


"We are all just as afraid of nuclear missiles. regardless of whether they have $S-20 

or Pershing written on them,” he said. Werner warned all those trying to use the Soviet 
Union's violation of Swedish territory for attacks on and campaigns against the peace 
movement. He was here thinking primarily of the Moderate Coalition party which had made 
pointed statements against the peace movement in the last few days. “The peace movement 
needs more people from different parties and organizations. The preservation of world 
peace is not a question merely for communists but for everyone,” he said. "It is also 
very important that we defend our country's neutrality and nonalignment. It is important 
to unmask those ‘who know where we belong’ and who want to move Sweden closer to NATO,” 
the VPK leader said, referring to Defense Minister Torsten Gustafsson's remarks. 


He then voiced his support for the skepticism shown by the Soviet Union toward President 
Reagan's demarche concerning the so-called zero option in the negotiations between the 
major powers in Geneva 30 November. “Reagan is making an unashamed attempt to bring 
about the position of military strength in Europe for which the United States is striving. 
It is not a zero option since not a single NATO nuclear weapon in Europe would disappear. 
It is merely an attempt to mislead public opinion and divert its attention from NATO's 
arsenals, which are already massive,” Werner said. 
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CARRINGTON VIEWS ON NATO, SINAI PARTICIPATION 





PRESS ASSOCIATION Report 
LD251416 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1325 GMT 25 Now 61 
[By Simon Walters, PA Parliamentary staff! 


[Text] Lord Carrington today refused to be drawn into the row over whether NATS asd plans 
to fire a nuclear warning shot to the Russians in the event of war. But the foreign 
secretary was ‘satisfied’ the Soviet Union was in no doubt as to how NATC would respond 
to any invasion of Western Europe. He told the Commons Select Committee on Foreign 
Affairs there was no need for a special meeting of NATO chiefs to sort out confusion over 
the warning shot plan. YATO chiefs met regularly and the satter was almost certainly 
discussed in detail at a recent meetings, he said. 


“I do not think that to the genetal public you can ge into detail as to what the NATO 
response would be in any given situation,” he said. When pressed for his own viw of the 
tow over the warning shot plan, Lord Carrington esid politicians under interrogation did 
not always have “the right words in front of them” and he did not want to run the risk of 
being misunderstood. “There surely should be no misunderstanding on the part of the 
Soviet Union on the consequences of invasion of NATO. I do not think there is much worry 
about the Soviet Union misunderstanding that.” 


The foreign secretary also said he was opposed to swclear free zones in NAT) countries. 
It would be unfair if certain countries in the alliance were exempt from the risk of 
attack. 


BBC Interview 
LD251202 London BBC Domestic Service in English 2200 GMT 23 Now 81 
[From “The World Tonight" program presented by David Sells] 


[Excerpts] Britain, and three other EEC countries today agreed to send peacekeeping 
forces to the Middle East. They'll participate in a small, multinational army to police 
the Sinai after Israeli troops have completed their withdrawal next April and handed it 
back to Egypt. The declaration was coy and positively byzantine in its ambiguities. It 
seemed to be an attempt to propitiate all the Arab states who declined to recognize 
Egypt's peace treaty with Israel and the Camp David agreements proposing Palestinian 
Arab autonomy in the West Bank and Gaza. The EEC contingents are anyway of token size 
only, so I asked Lord Carrington why we were bothering at all. 





[Begin Recording) [Carrington] The Americans, and the Israelis and Egyptians, I think, 
set a goo’ deal of store by having an international force which is fairly representative. 
If you remember, in the Egypt-Israeli peace treaty it was contemplated that there would be 
a United Nations force, and this was vetoed, and consequently United Nations forces are 
not possible, and I think that the Americans and the other two wish to put tegether a force 
which looks internationally credible because of the participants who are in it. 


[Question] Are we aiming then to develop something separate from Camp David? Do we have 
that in mind? 


[Answer) Whaat we've said is that this is separate from Camp David, which indeed it is. 
Thie is as a result of the Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty. Our views about Camp David 
have really been fairly widely advertised. 
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We wish Camp David every good fortune, and we’we done everything that we can sot to hinder 
and to belp, but we hawe made plain in the Venice Declaration what our views about what an 
ultimate settlement in the Middle East must contain -- the two principles which we've 
talked abowt for a long time -- and in the end I think we believe that an acceptance by 
both sides of those two principles is the way in which a comprehensive peace settlement 
will be reached. 


[Question] But in the short term we have specifically linked participation in this force 
with the Venice Declaration, although Mr Begin in Israel has categorically stated that this 
was mot acceptable to the Israelis, and om the other hand the Arabs, through the Arab League, 
have advised ws against participation. 


[Answer] No. You haven't if I may say so got that quite right. What we have done is to 
say that without any conditions at all, we are prepared to take part in this force, but 

we don’t want there to be-any misunderstanding that our policy has changed, and therefore ve 
have spelled out what our policy is in a straightforward and honorable way. 


[Question] But aware, nevertheless, that the Isracli prime minister has stated that if 
we were to link owr participation, as we have dome in this statement.... 


[Answer — interrupting] It's not linked. What we've done is to state what our policy is. 
Mr Begin is very well aware, and the Israeli Government, of what the European policy is 
and what was in the Venice Declaration. I don't think for one moment that Mr Begin would 
expect us, coming in and offering to take part in this force, to renege on what we've 
already said. I'm sure he wouldn't. 


[Question] There was a very interesting reference in the statement about participation 
to the possible use of this or a similar force in other lIeraeli-occupied territories. 
Is that a thought for the future? 


[Anewer] No. That was in the Venice Declaration, too. We've always said that we would be 
prepared to take part in peacekeeping forces if it helped and it was on the way toward 
a comprehensive peace settlement. There's nothing new there. 


[Question] But by going into the Sinai with a multinational force, and stating that we're 
prepared to use it in other occupied territories, we are really thinking of the possibility 
of the West Bank, the Golan’ 


{[Anewer] But this has always been the position of Europe. We've always said that if there 
was 4 peace settlement there — and we hope that there will be — we would be prepared to 
do owr bit, as we are now. 


[Question] De you worry at all about the apparent Arab opposition to our participation 
in the force? 


{[Anewer] No. I think that the Arab countries will understand why we're doing it. After 
all, ae I said earlier, we mde plain that our position is unchanged and that we have not 
altered our views, and in the conversations that we've had with our Arab friends I think 
they've understood that our reasons for doing this are because we believe that 
does help and that there is the hope that if 411 this comes off, as we hope it will, 
we are on the way to a further breakthrough in the appalling position which exists in 
Middle East, which is satisfactory neither to leraeel, nor to the 

anybody. I think all of us want to see a peace settlement. 





[Question] De you think there are perhaps « number of Arab count who sympathize, perhaps, 
more privately with such a force and our participation in it than they've prepared to admit 
in public? 


{[Anewer] I think there are a number of Arsh countries that understand full well the 
reasons why we want to do this. Yes I do. [end recording) 
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DEFENSE MINISTER VIEWS ‘ZERO OPTION’ ARMS TALKS 





PM251655 Paris LE MATIN in French 23 Nov 81 p 13 


[Jean-Louis Arnaud interview with British Defense Secretary John Nott: "The Zero Option: 
a Demonstration of Our Sincerity” -- date and place not given, first paragraph is editorial 
introduction] 


[Text] Britain, like the FRC and the other north European countries, has not been spared by 
the pacifist movements. People in the Labor Party ranks have gone so far as to propose 
that old Britain which, with France, is the only country in Western Europe to have nuclear 
energy firepower, should take the initiative in unilateral disarmament. But however strong 
the movement, and when convictions which she regards as essential are at stake, Mrs Thatcher 
is not a person to allow herself to be frightened. Nor is her Deferse Secretary John Nott. 
On the eve of Leonid Brezhnev's visit to Bonn, Jean-Louis Arnaud interviewed this former 
commerical banker, who is regarded as one of the most determined men in the cabinet, on 

the British Government's determination, the modernization plans on the other side of the 
channel and British views on collaboration among allies, with France in particular. He 
also asked him what he thinks of the famous “zero option” (abandonment of all Eurostrategic 
weapons in the {ast and in the West) which Ronald Reagan pulled out of his hat in a 
spectacular way last week when Brezhnev was packing his bags to go and meet with Chancellor 
Schmidt. 


John Nott: I fully support this “zero option." We are going to tell the Soviets: If you 
are prepared to dismantle your SS-20, SS-4 and SS-5 missiles, to withdraw and destroy them, 
we will not pursue the modernization of our theater nuclear forces. I am not saying that we 
will succeed, but in setting that objective we are clearly demonstrating our sincerity. 


LE Y\TIN: Do you think that the Russians could be won over by that proposal? 


Jeo, a Nott: That's their business. We must show that our ultimate objective is to secure 

an arms balance at the lowest possible level. The lower the level -- provided it is balanced 
and can be monitored on both sides — the better the wor]4 +iil be and the sooner we will 
devote our spending to more desirable ends. 


LE MATIN: To what do you attribute the Europeans’ growing anxiety and the parallel 
development of pacifist movements, especially in Britain? 


John Nott: To a combination of events: The plans to deploy cruise missiles, our own plans 
to modernize our deterrent force with Trident, the invasion of Afghanistan, the situation 

in Poland, our own civil defense efforts with preparations down to parish level and, of 
course, the new American administration's attitude. Unlike the Carter administration, Reagan 
has given wide publicity to his own anxieties and to what is termed the widening gap between 
Soviet and U.S. military capabilities. This is what has led people to feel that the dangers 
in the world are greater than they thought. 


LE MATIN: Do you share the American anxieties? 


John Nott: Certainly, and I am deeply disturbed by the idea that a “window of vulnerability" 
is going to be opened in the course of the next 5 years since, even by stepping up our 
spending on conventional armaments, we cannot prevent the gap from widening even further 
during this period. 


LE MATIN: Would you say that the West's security is not assured at the present time? 


John Nott: I would say that we are not adequately equipped at the present time from one 
end to the other of our range of facilities. 
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LE MATIN: In these conditions how can a feeling of security be restored? 


John Nott: First by continuing the modernization of our conventional and nuclear forces. 

But at the same time by convincing people that we are not doing it for the pleasure of adding 
one new weapon after another. We must combine the modernization of our facilities with a 
real effort to secure multilateral arms reduction. That is why the theater nuclear arms 
talks which are going to start between the Soviets and Awericans at the end of this month 

are so important for convincing European public opinion that we desperately want to bring 
about a general reduction in armaments on the two sides and reverse the arms race, which is 
madness. 


LE MATIN: Is it not inconsistent to condemn this madness and modernize at full speed? 


John Nott: All our recent experience shows that unless we modernize our conventional and 
nuclear weapons the USSR will refuse to sit down at the negotiating table. Moreover why 
should it do so if it thinks that it can maintain its qualitative andquantitative superiority 
without the Europeans’ doing anything to restore the balance? That is why the NATO dual 
decision (to modernize and negotiate) is the right one, since it shows the Soviets that we 
will not allow them to further extend their advantage. 


LE MATIN: How can the need for public debate in our democracies be reconciled with the 
principle of deterrence, which is to leave the adversary in ignorance? 


John Nott: It is important to differentiaty between two things. On the one hand it can only 
be advantageous for the USSR t« hear me st.ute, as 1 am doing to you, that Britain is determined 
to go ahead and modernize its nuca-** *‘.rce. That increases deterrence and can only help it. 
On the other hand there are some aspects of deterrence, and more especially the plan which 

we would follow should deterrence fail, which I think, should not be debated in public. 


LE MATIN: Nonetheless that was done recently in Washington with conflicting statements being 
made. 


John Nott: 1 think the media quoted Reagan's statement out of context, making it conspicuous 
and hurriedly spreading it round the world. I also think that the statements made by Haig 
and Weinberger could easily be reconciled, but it is true that the way in which they were 
presented made them seem contradictory. Whatever the truth was, that damaged deterre<ce. 
General Rogers, the supreme allied commander, Europe, was absolutely right when he said the 
other day that he did not see what was to be gained by publicly discussing what NATO would 

or would not do in the event of conflict. That can only undermine deterrence. 


LE MATIN: As far as Britain is concerned, do you ‘advocate maintaining a nuclear deterrent 
at all costs? 


John Nott: Without any doubt, I think it is necessary for this country to maintain its 
independent strategic nuclear deterrent. 


LE MATIN: At any cost? 


John Nott: No, not at any cost. But the cost of that method must be compared with the costs 
of other defense methods. Our program to build the Tornado, the new fighter-bomber which we 
are constructing with the Germans and Italians, will cost twice as muct as the Trident system 
which is to replace the existing Polaris deterrence system. 
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LE MATIN: Is there an alternative to the American Trident for your strike force? Cruise 
m ssiles for instance? 


John Nott: No, and that is what we examined once again last month. We think that only 
ballistic missiles launched by a submarine ensure a credible independent deterrent. In 
our view the only question is which Trident to choose: the C4, which is at present 
operational in the United States: or the future, more sophisticated D5. 





LE MATIN: When will you announce your decision? 


John Nott: Probably early next year. There is no hurry. The argument in favor of the 
DS is that, despite the higher initial investment cost, it could ultimately prove less 
costly because we would have the same system as the Americans and maintenance costs 
would therefore be reduced. 


LE MATIN: If France and Britain had constructed their missiles together, would the 
cost not have been reduced? 


John Nott: Yes, but in the nuclear sphere we are talking but I am t sure that we are 
making much progress. 


LE MATIN: To what do you attribute this lack of progress? 
John Nott: I think you are leading me into delicate areas. 
LE MATIN: Yes, but they are revealing. 


John Nott: I would be tempted to attribute it to veiled mutual suspicion. Each of us 

is tempted by access to the other's technology, but when it comes to the real point of 
cooperation the aim is to acquire the other's technology rather than to pool technologies.... 
Moreover it is true that there is a historical tie between us and the United States in 

the nuclear sphere. Our arrangements with the Americans are good. We are satisfied 

with them, but I am not hostile to cooperation with France in the nuclear technology 

sphere. I would tend to favor it and I intend to discuss the matter with Mr Hernu when 

I see him in Paris shortly. 


LE MATIN: Why have you not yet met? 


John Nott: Probably because we were both very busy and, I think, because during the 
Franco-British summit in London in September Mr Mitterrand did not want to include 
defense in the talks. 


LE MATIN: The golden age of Franco-British military cooperation was 10 years ago. Is 
there any reason for reviving it? 


John Nott: I would like nothing better. but I am more attracted by a division of 
specialization between us than by cooperation on one project, which I do not think would 
necessarily ultimately be a source of savings. 


LE MATIN: Whatever form the cooperation takes, it presupposes a political will. Does 
that will exist? 


John Nott: To be perfectly frank I think that it does. I think that close cooperation 
between France and Britain in the defense sphere would be extremely important, 
especially now that Mitterrand has adopted a firm defense policy. We warmly welcome 
that, and it creates the right atmosphere for very useful talks. 
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PAPANDREOU GOES TO PARIS VISIT, UK EEC MEETING 





Meets Mitterrand 
NC251224 Paris AFP in English 1209 GMT 25 Nov 81 


[Text] Paris, 25 Nov (AFP) — New Greek Socialist Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou 
arrived here from Athens today for an eight-hour stopover en route for London, and was 
later lunching with French Socialist President Francois Mitterrand. Mr Papandreou was 
welcomed at Orly Airport by French External Trade Minister Michel Jobert. 


Paris Press Conference 
NC252001 Athens Armed Forces Radio in Greek 1900 GMT 25 Nov 81 


[Excerpts] Official France welcomed today Prime Minister Papandreou on the occasion of 
his brief visit to Paris on his way to London for the EEC conference. French President 
Mitterrand gave a luncheon in Mr Papandreou's honor. 


According to the armed forces radio correspondent Theodhosopoulos, Mr Mitterrand and Mr 
Papandreou referred to the critical questions that concern our country and the situation 
prevailing in the region, and particularly in the Mediterranean area. From the Greek 
side, Greece's positions on the question of Greek-Turkish relations and on the question 
of NATO were put forward. Mr Mitterrand showed understanding for Greece's position 
toward NATO. There was also exchange of views on defense questions, and each side 
explained its positions in this field. 


Speaking to newsmen after the working luncheon, Mr Papandreou stressed: Indeed, I am 
deeply moved because during my long talk with Mr Mitterrand and his colleagues we had the 
opportunity to examine the problems which concer Europe and socialism. Both of us 

arrived at the conclusion that these two changes, in France and in Greece now are 
historical steps, I repeat, probably historical steps of huge importance, probably decisive 
for the course of the countries of all Europe. With this sense of responsibility, 
President Mitterrand, his colleagues and myself and sy colleagues are viewing the 

question of change. And we frankly believe that this road that opens for France and 

Greece will lead to peace, progress and change. 


Asked if he has anything to state on the eve of the EEC summit conference in London, 

Mr Papandreou said: We did not discuss this question very much with President Mitterrand. 
We talked about the problems which are being faced by the new Greek Government which is 
promoting socialist transformation. Problems which, I would say, refer to the change in 
the EEC rules will be discussed in London tomorrow and the following day. And the Greek 
side will be given the opportunity, within this framework, to raise the Greek problem as 
well, as the Greek people know it from last Sunday's government policy statement. 


Answering a question as to whether President Mitterrand will visit Greece, the Greek 

prime minister said: Yes, he will visit Greece. I have invited him, and he has accepted. 
But, naturally, since he is the president of the republic, the invitation must come from 
the Greek president, Mr Karamanlis. But there is no doubt that the visit will take 

place in the near future, although the date has not yet been fixed. 


The Greek prime minister answered more questions that were put to him. These questions 
referred to our country's relations with NATO, our country's position toward Israel, 
the positions of Greece, France in the defense field and so forth. 


Referring to our relations with NATO, Mr Papandreou said that the problem is both major 
and quite complicated and this is not the moment to examine it here. 
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On the EEC, the Greek prime minister said that Greece does not object to the EEC decision 
for the participation of European m*, itary forces in the Sinai peace force. However, it 
is made clear that the Greek Goverim nt does not accept the Camp David agreements as a 
way to resolve the Middle East problem. The Greek Government believes that if the 
Palestinians do not participate in the solution of the problem this problem cannot be 
solved. Mr. Papandreou denied that Greece is observing an anti-Israeli attitude and made 
it clear that we are in favor of freedom and self-determination for all the peoples and 
the ethnic communities in the region. 


In connection with nationalizations in our country, the prime minister said that the 
problem is common with France and that its solution is proceeding very well. He added: 
I am sure that we will proceed very well in Greece too, just as in France. 


After the working luncheon, the prime minister went to the French Ministry of Defense and 
met with Defense Minister Hernu. During the meeting, they discussed questions of reinforc- 
ing Greece's armament with modern technological material for all three branches of the 
armed forces. Foreign Minister Kharalambopoulos was present at this meeting which decided, 
in principle, the exchange of military experts during the coming months. These experts 
will study the question and later a decision will be made on the way of implementation of 
this reinforcement. During the meeting, Mr Hernu, who has known Mr Papandreou from the 
past as well as from the Corfu socialist meeting, spoke very highly about the Greek prime 
minister to whom he gave a medal. 


In the afternoon, Prime Minister Papandreou met French Foreign Minister Cheysson in the 
presence of Greek Foreign Minister Kharalambopoulos. At 2030 Greek local time, the Greek 
prime minister and those accompanying him left for London. 


Comments on EEC Meeting 
NC271037 Athens Domesti. Service in Greek 2200 GMT 26 Nov 81 


[Recorded interview granted on 26 November by Prime Minister Papandreou to Greek radio 
and television correspondent Kostas Galanopoulos] 


[Excerpts] [Question] Mr Prime Minister, many people would like to know how this, your 
first confrontation -- after the election -- with the other nine [EC) leaders, went. 


[Answer] I was given the opportunity, right at the beginning, to present the Greek 

p »blem in reference to our relations with the community. I gave a short summary descrip- 
tion of the economic situation which our country faces. I made it clear that under 

present conditions -- meaning the fixed prices for agricultural products and the big 
inflation rate we have, as well as the major institutional differences that exist between 
our Mediterranean economy, a regional economy, and that of northern Europe -- the rules 
which apply to the community are rules which can perhaps be applied painlessly to developed 
countries of northern Europe but they clearly cause considerable damage to an economy like 
ours. And, I believe, to an economy like that of Spain or Portugal tomorrow. 


I explained that the PASOK government desires to proceed with a plebiscite, to which our 
people are entitled and which has been exercised by all the countries added to the Common 
Market. I explained, naturally, that this is the prerogative of the president of the 
republic; howev,r, the goal of the plebiscite is to establish a different relationship, a 
special agreement, a special status. I emphasized that insofar as this plebiscite may 
require time or be impossible to hold, our government will be obliged to insist — through 
its policy within all community organizations -- on a different treatment for Greece, and 
that without this different treatment in applying the Common Market rules, serious damage 
will be done to the economy of Greece which we as a government cannot accept. There wa= 
no discussion. This was a presentation of views. They promised that the question would 
be fully examined at some future stage and not at this meeting. 
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Naturally, they would also need a certain amount of time to think and study this new 
position of Greece. 


There is also the vast question of adjustment of the rules applying to the participation 
of each of the countries in the community's budget. Clearly the matter polarizes the 
situation within the framework of the 10 and discussion on it will be continued tomorrow. 
It is difficult for me to see a balanced solution of this very difficult issue over which 
there is polarization among the large, strong countries of Europe. 


I feel and believe that we have been given an opportunity to present the Greek problen, 
that this problem was understood, that there will be a possibility — I hope in the near 
future — to have the Greek matters discussed and, i hope, these positions and efforts can 
be solved. One must bear in mind that the national income, the gross national product of 
the member states, is not only at a standstill, but there could also be a negative 
development during this period. Under these conditions, it is very difficult for one to 
forecast that the EEC will proceed with more open-handedness toward the weak and relatively 
underdeveloped areas such as our country. We are taking up the battle and we will continue 
within the EEC organizations and, naturally, we always bear in mind the possibility — which 
does not rest with me -- of a possible plebiscite which could lead to a change in relations 
wita the Common Market. 


I must state that today, this first day, they listened to us without taking any positions. 
If a battle was waged, then it was a silent batcle. There was no question of dialogue with 
Greece. This was only a presentation of our positions. My impression is that truly there 
will be hard negotiations but I sincerely believe that there are considerable margins, 
always bearing in mind that we are in the middle of a hard and protracted economic crisis 
which does not make things any easier. I could say that both the foreign minister and I 
made a strong presentation and irrespective of future developments on a possible plebiscite, 
I believe that we must have some improvement of our relations with the Common Market. I 
cannot forecast the future but Greece, the Government of Greece, tonight took a position, 
made a presentation and, for the first time, presented the Greek problem in its true 
dimensions. 


PAPER QUESTIONS POSITION ON SINAI PEACE FORCE 





NC251617 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 25 Nov 81 p 2 
[From the “Radical” colum: “Why the Retrogression?"] 


[Text] It is definitely a sensation that the Greek Government departed from its initially 
declared positions in accepting participation in the Sinai peace force of four EEC countries 
(France, Britain, Italy, Netherlands). The wording of the decision does not change much to 
the goal being pursued in deploying troops nor does the explicit distinction from the pro- 
cedures envisaged by the anti-Arabian Camp David agreements. The EEC goal is to back U.S. 
positions in the region as the four countries which are willingly sending troops to the 
Sinai have clearly hinted. However, the Arab people do not seem to share the reasons cited 
in the communique of the 10 EEC member states. On the contrary, they believe that the 
participation of the four EEC countries in the Sinai force expresses support for the Camp 
David agreements and cooperation with the American [as published] occupation of Arab 
territories; this can be seen from the official Syrian Government protest to the Italian 
ambassador in Damascus. The government of our country, which has very rightly declared 
that it favors the maintenance and even further development of the traditional friendly 
relations with the Arab world, should have been more careful with the handling of the 
question and, at any rate, should not have disregarded questions of principle or Arab 
reaction. 
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